The article is based on the analysis of the materials from domestic and foreign archives. It considers the views of V.M. Chernov, an outstanding figure in the world and Russian socialist movement, the leader of the Socialist-Revolutionaries, an ideologist of neo-populism on modernization of the country during "Stalin's socialism" era.
engraved on the psychology of power and the people (Chernov 1924) . Neither the destruction of the old state machinery, nor the overthrow of autocracy and exploiter classes could overcome them. It turned out to be much easier to overthrow the external autocracy rather than the people's internal, psychological that penetrated into their soul due to the force of a historical custom. It is considered to be interesting that Chernov came to the conclusion that the Bolsheviks' managerial methods corresponded to the type of the people's political consciousness and political culture in the late 1920-s. In 1927 in "Revoliutsionnaiia Rossiia" ("Revolutionary Russia") he wrote: "An orgy of punishments by a guillotine or a KGB cellar, given a special governmental status and despiritualized by bureaucracy, will not make it possible to forget another orgy -an orgy of mass lynch laws …, which were, unfortunately, in people's hands. Bolshevism only "concentrated a certain aspect of the revolution's ochlocratic tendency" (Chernov 1927 ). to the socialist-revolutionary, the Bolsheviks' credo was "not production for the people, but the people for production" (Ibid., 202). In his opinion, there was a substitution of purpose and means of the policy in the communists'
consciousness. The country's industrialization turned from a means to achieve an individual's and the society's wellbeing into an end in itself, and an individual turned into a means to achieve this purpose.
The neo-populist truly noticed a secret of such a metamorphosis in the influence of the events of World War I on public consciousness.
Chernov claimed that though the Bolsheviks were antagonistic to the war in Zimmerwald, they didn't mean it to be a means of fight, but its bourgeois class shell. They were against the • setting a priority objective -development of spiritual-and-cultural and social-andeconomic potential of an individual and the society;
• need for taking cultural-and-civilization and historical bases and forms of modernization process into account;
• a leading role of the state in determination of strategic directions and organization of financing of modernization projects;
• an optimum correlation between the interests of external safety and internal stability, prosperity of the society and the state;
• combination of state and private initiative, administrative resource and creative potential of society, groups and individuals on the "golden mean"
principle;
• balance between administrative and democratic methods of regulation of modernization process;
• integrated systemic approach to reforming of industries, agriculture and service industry;
• harmonization of the producers' and consumers' interests.
